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ABSTRACT
International Journal of Exercise Science 9(5): 667-676, 2016. The use of pre-workout
beverages is becoming an increasingly common method of improving performance during
exercise in athletic and recreationally active populations. Therefore, the purpose of this study was
to investigate the effects of a commercially available energy drink on exercise performance.
Thirty-one healthy males (n=23) and females (n=8) participated in this study and were separated
into two groups: supplement (SU; n=16) or placebo (PL; n=15). Subjects visited the laboratory on
2 occasions separated by no more than 7 days. The first visit consisted of completing a push up to
fatigue protocol (PUFP) without ingesting the pre-workout energy drink supplement (PWEDS).
The second visit consisted of ingesting either a placebo or the PWEDS 30 minutes prior to
completing the PUFP. Rate of perceived exertion (RPE) was recorded following each set of pushups on both testing days. Also, participant’s height, weight, and body composition were
collected. There was no significant differences at baseline in any variable between groups (p =
>.05). After the second testing session, both groups significantly improved total push-ups (PL
Pre: 133.3 ±39.4, PL Post: 155.3 ± 54.1; SU Pre: 139.3 ± 58.5, SU Post: 161.3 ± 79.4; p=<.001), and
push-ups completed in each of the 3 sets (p=<.001), when compared to baseline. Post-testing
revealed no significant difference between groups in total push-ups completed or RPE at any
time point, when compared to baseline. In conclusion, the commercially available PWEDS
offered no additional ergogenic effects when compared to the placebo.
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INTRODUCTION
The use of pre-workout beverages (i.e. Red Bull®, Redline®) is becoming an increasingly
common method of improving endurance exercise performance in athletic and recreationally
active populations. These drinks are usually ingested with the goal of eliciting increased
performance capacities during exercise. Recent research has suggested that energy drinks are
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the most popular supplement among adolescents and young adults in America and around
the world(4, 12, 18, 28). A recent study reported that 41.7% of young elite athletes who
reported using supplements ingested energy drinks (26). Additionally, approximately 60.2% of
the athletes surveyed who ingested energy drinks did so to increase endurance performance
(26).
The most commonly used active ingredient found in energy drinks is caffeine. It has been
previously suggested that there are multiple potential mechanisms that lead to positive
performance outcomes produced by caffeine. One potential physiological mechanism by
which caffeine is thought to alter strength and power performance is by increasing free fatty
acid availability, thus increasing fat oxidation, and decreasing carbohydrate oxidation. This
could potentially increase performance in exercises limited by carbohydrate availability, in
turn, increase the efficiency and intensity of muscle contractions by sparing muscle glycogen
(23, 28). In addition, there are two theorized mechanisms located within the central nervous
system.(7) First, evidence suggests that caffeine works primarily through the blockade of
adenosine receptors within the central nervous system (7, 11). This can lead to a decrease in
inhibition, leading to an increase in exercise duration. Secondly, Caffeine has been shown to
inhibit phosphodiesterase (PDE), allowing calcium to enter into the cell, and thus increasing
contraction force (7). This is achieved through the inhibition of PDE, which prevents the
cessation of calcium flowing into the cell (7). Additionally, the lipophilic properties of caffeine
allow the substance to cross the blood brain barrier, potentially impacting locomotor activity,
which may lead to a lower perceived exertion level and prolonged force production (2, 6). This
increase in the duration of the stimulation on the central nervous system could explain the
increase in performance during prolonged exercise (7).
A recent study that examined the effect of a caffeinated energy drink on muscle strength
attempted to pinpoint whether the mechanism responsible for performance improvements
was central or peripheral in nature (5). Fifteen young, healthy adults ingested either a
caffeinated, uncaffeinated, or placebo beverage. Each participant drank a specified amount of
the caffeinated beverage (based on body mass) in order to consume 5 mg/kg-1 of caffeine. The
volume of liquid consumed for all of the beverages were equal to the amount of liquid
consumed for the caffeinated beverage. After consuming the beverage, participants then
performed a fatiguing protocol of the leg extensors. Results showed a 5% performance
enhancement after drinking the caffeinated beverage, when compared to both the
uncaffeinated beverage and the placebo. However, the authors were unable to determine the
exact mechanism by which caffeine elicited improvements. Likewise, the authors questioned
whether caffeine was solely responsible for this improvement, suggesting that carbohydrate
may also play a valuable role (5).
Even though the mechanism of action is still unknown, caffeine remains a highly utilized
supplement for those looking to increase both anaerobic and aerobic performance. Currently,
the recommended dose of caffeine to elicit performance enhancement is 3-6 mg/kg of body
weight (13). Several studies have reported performance enhancements in both aerobic and
anaerobic capacity after ingesting an energy supplement prior to exercise in a wide-variety of
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participants ranging from recreationally active to resistance trained athletes (1, 10, 14, 20, 21,
25, 30). However, other studies have found no performance benefits from caffeine
consumption prior to exercise in similar populations (6, 16). Energy drinks featuring caffeine
have been shown to increase exercise performance by increasing energy, alertness, reaction
time, and performance (8, 9, 19).
Many studies have examined the effects of a standardized amount of caffeine on exercise
performance (i.e. mg/kg of body mass). However, many of these studies lack practicality,
because the amount of caffeine contained in commercially available products may be
dramatically different than the quantities recommended to produce an ergogenic effect.
Examining exercise performance after following guidelines from the manufacturer may be
more beneficial to the recreational athlete than standardizing the amount of caffeine ingested.
Other studies have examined the effects of a standardized amount of energy drink ingestion
on the performance of submaximal (60-80% 1RM) loads during bench press and leg press
muscular endurance tests (1, 10, 25). However, the effects of caffeine ingestion on multiple
fatiguing sets of an exercise are unknown. This insight would provide practical information for
those who of ingest commercially available energy drinks prior to fatiguing exercise. In
addition, this information may be extremely valuable to the tactical population, who are not
only required to complete a 2 minute push up test, but also consume caffeine in an attempt to
prolong their wakefulness and alertness while performing occupational tasks (3). Therefore,
the aim of the present study was to investigate the effects of a commercially available energy
drink on upper body muscular endurance. Considering the rise in the use of energy drinks
and supplements, these results could prove to be beneficial for measuring upper body
muscular endurance at in a variety of settings and populations. We hypothesized that the
energy drink supplement would enhance upper body muscular endurance.
METHODS
Participants
Twenty-three healthy males and eight healthy females volunteered to participate in this study.
Participants were included in the study if they were familiar with the push-up exercise and
reported that they regularly participated in moderate to vigorous intensity exercise at least
three times per week for a minimum of 12 weeks prior to enrolling in the study. Participants
were excluded from the study if they reported smoking, any known musculoskeletal or
nervous system injuries or disorders, metabolic disease, cardiovascular disease, or any
psychiatric diseases. Participants were also excluded from the study if they were allergic to
any of the following ingredients: sodium, calcium, magnesium, potassium, caffeine
anhydrous, L-leucine, phenylethylamine, HCl, L-valine, L-isoleucine, N-acetyl-L-tyrosine,
yohimbe, toothed clubmoss, yerba mate extract, green tea extract, 5-HTP, or vinpocetine. The
study was approved by the Institutional Review Board at the university prior to collecting
data. Subjects were briefed regarding the risks of the study and were required to complete a
health history questionnaire, caffeine-usage questionnaire, and a signed written consent form
prior to engaging in the study. Descriptive statistics for each group is provided in table 1.
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Table 1. Descriptive data of participants.

PL Group
SU Group

n

Age (yrs)

Weight (kg)

15
16

21.2±1.7
23.2±2.6

78.6±17.9
75.7±14.9

Height
(cm)
169.0±13.2
167.7±10.4

Body Fat (%)

BMI

16.65±5.6
14.91±4.7

26.71+4.50
26.31+4.28

PL = Placebo Group; SU = Supplement Group

Protocol
The study utilized a randomized, double-blind, placebo controlled, parallel design.
Participants were required to visit the laboratory on 2 different occasions. The 2 trials were
separated by no more than 7 days and took place at the exact same time of day. Participants
were asked to refrain from consuming any caffeinated food, tablets, or beverages 12 hours
prior to each testing session. Participants who reported taking any of these substances within
12 hours of the testing session were excluded from participation. Additionally, participants
were also asked to refrain from doing any upper body exercises 48 hours prior to testing.
Upon arrival for the first session, participant’s anthropometric measures (height, weight, body
composition) were collected. After removing their shoes, participants stood on a standard
beam scale (Cardinal/detecto Scale Co, Webb City, MO, USA) for height and weight
measurements. After changing into compression pants, a swim cap, and a sports bra (for
females), each participant’s unfasted body composition was assessed using air displacement
plethysmograph (BOD POD, Life Measurement Inc., Concord, CA, USA). Participants were
instructed to sit in the unit and remain as still as possible until testing was complete. The BOD
POD has been determined to be both valid and reliable (24, 29). After completion of body
composition, participants completed the baseline upper body muscular endurance test.
The second testing session consisted of randomizing the participants into 1 of 2 groups:
supplement group (SU; n=16) or the placebo group (PL; n=15). Each group was given 4 ounces
of a similar beverage, designed by the manufacturer (Vital Pharmaceuticals, Inc. Weston, FL)
to have the same volume, taste, caloric density, and color as the energy drink beverage. Both
groups consumed their respective beverages 30 minutes prior to initiating the upper body
muscular endurance test. This was done in attempt to follow manufacturer instructions
suggesting ingesting 4 ounces of the beverage 30 minutes prior to activity. Table 2 contains the
ingredients for the energy drink supplement (Redline®). Following the 30 minute waiting
period, participants completed the upper body muscular endurance test.
The push-up to fatigue test was used to assess upper body muscular endurance (8). Prior to
completing this assessment, participants were familiarized with the protocol and completed a
standardized warm-up. Each participant was required to begin the test in the standard “up”
position with body rigid, and in a straight line with hands shoulder width apart and fingers
pointed forward. A yoga block (approximately the size of a fist) was placed on the floor
directly under the individual’s chest. On the “go” command, the participant was instructed to
lower him or herself until their chest contacted the yoga block. The participant then returned
to the standard “up” position by extending their elbows at their own pace. Each set was not
timed, and participants were allowed as much time and rest during the set of push-ups,
provided they were able to stay in a plank position. Each participant performed three sets of as
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many push-ups as possible using this technique. Five minutes of rest was allowed after the
completion of each set to ensure complete recovery (17) Directly after the completion of each
set, Rating of Perceived Exertion (RPE) was collected using the OMNI-Resistance Exercise
Scale (OMNI-RES), which has been previously validated as an appropriate scale in assessing
both upper and lower body workloads (27).
Table 2. Energy drink ingredients.
Ingredient
Calories
Electrolyte Matrix
Sodium
Calcium
Magnesium
Potassium
Proprietary Blend
Caffeine Anhydrous
L-Leucine
B-Phenylethylamine HCL
L-Valine
L-Isoleucine
N-Acetyl-L-Tyrosine
Yohimbe
Toothed Clubmoss
Yerba Mate Extract
Green Tea Extract
5-HTP
Vinpocetine

Amount
0
10mg
2mg
2.5mg
26mg
350mg
158mg
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*

* Amount not listed on Dietary supplement label

Statistical Analysis
Descriptive statistics (mean + standard deviation) were calculated for the different variables
were calculated. Data for each dependent variable was analyzed via a 2 x 2 between-within
factorial ANOVA. Independent samples t-tests were used to determine if any baseline
differences were observed. Cohen’s D was calculated to assess the effect size for each
dependent variable. All analyses were completed using SPSS (SPSS Version 22, IBM. Armonk,
NY) software and the alpha criterion for significance were set at 0.05.
RESULTS
All results are displayed as mean and standard deviations (mean ± SD). It is important to note
that there were no significant differences at baseline between groups in the push-ups
completed during set one (PrePU1, p=.924), set two (PrePU2, p=.487), set three (PrePU3, p=
.436), or in total (PrePUTot, p= .742). Additionally, there were no significant differences in
Height (p= .759), Weight (p= .630), Body Fat % (p= .360), LBM (p= .813), or Fat Mass (p= .307)
between the two groups.
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Both PL and SU groups significantly improved the amount push-ups completed during each
set and in total from pre- to post-testing. As such, there was a significant main effect for time
in relation to the amount of push-ups completed at each set and in total, for both groups (p =
<.05 for each variable, respectively). Additionally, there were no statistically significant
differences between groups in improvement from baseline to post-testing in total number of
push-ups completed (p=.823). Given the increase in total push-ups completed, it was necessary
to calculate the effect size (Cohen’s d) of the number of push-ups completed during each set
and total number of push-ups. Table 3 and 4 outlines the push up data for each group.
Table 3. Push up data between groups.
PL Group
Pre
Post
% Change
Set 1
53.1±13.2
60.1±16.5*
13.20%
Set 2
41.5±12.5
47.9±18.3*
15.40%
Set 3
38.6±15.9
47.3±21.2*
22.50%
Total
133.3±39.4
155.3±54.1*
16.50%
*Indicates significant difference from baseline (p<.05); PL = Placebo Group;

Cohen's d
0.47
0.41
0.46
0.46

Table 4. Push up data between groups.
SU Group
Pre
Post
% Change
Set 1
52.5±22.2
64.1±27.7*
22.10%
Set 2
45.8±19.8
50.6±25.2*
10.50%
Set 3
41.0±20.1
46.6±29.4*
13.70%
Total
139.3±58.5
161.3±79.4*
15.80%
*Indicates significant difference from baseline (p<.05); SU = Supplement Group

Cohen's d
0.47
0.21
0.22
0.32

No significant differences were found between pre- and post-testing for RPE data following
any set or in total, indicating that the same effort was given for both testing in both sessions for
groups. Table 5 below summarizes the RPE data.
Table 5. RPE data between groups.
PL Pre
PL Post
SU Pre
SU Post
Set 1 RPE
7.1±0.9
7.3±1.5
7.3±1.3
7.4±1.7
Set 2 RPE
8.0±0.8
7.8 ± 1.3
8.2 ± 1.1
7.8±1.5
Set 3 RPE
8.5± 0.9
8.2 ± 1.3
8.8±0.9
8.3±1.5
Total RPE
23.6±2.3
23.2 ± 3.9
24.2±2.9
23.5±4.4
*Indicates significant difference from baseline (p<.05); RPE = Rate of Perceived exertion; PL = Placebo Group;
SU = Supplement Group

No statistically significant differences were found between groups for percent change at any
time point during the testing, at either baseline or post-testing. Data regarding percent change
between groups is presented below in Table 6.
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Table 6. Percent change between groups.
% Change: Set 1-Set 2

% Change: Set 2-Set 3

% Change: Set 1-Set 3

PL Baseline

-21.7%± 13.0%

-9.7%± 11.8%

-28.4%± 19.4%

SU Baseline
P-Value
PL Post-Test

-10.4%± 29.8%
0.182
-21.4%± 12.8%

-11.2%± 15.1%
0.756
-3.5%± 16.0%

-20.9%± 25.9%
0.366
-22.9%± 22.0%

-11.5%± 14.8%
0.161

-29.6%± 22.9%
0.418

SU Post-Test
-21.6%± 16.0%
P-Value
0.966
PL = Placebo Group; SU = Supplement Group

DISCUSSION
The primary result in the current investigation suggests that there was no significant
difference in push-up performance between the PL and SU groups. While previous studies
have found increased performance from the ingestion of caffeine containing supplements(1,
10, 14, 21, 22, 25, 30), our study appears to be in align with other studies that found no such
performance improvements (6, 16). Both the SU and PL groups significantly increased the
amount of push-ups performed between baseline and post testing (p=<.001). However, there
were no significant differences between groups at any time point or in total push-ups
completed.
In a similar study to the present investigation, active male participants were provided with an
energy drink containing 2 mg of caffeine/kg of body mass or a placebo, 60 minutes prior to the
upper body endurance protocol (3 sets to fatigue at 70% 1RM bench press) (10). The group that
ingested the caffeine-containing beverage showed significant increase in the number of
repetitions performed throughout the three sets, completing about 6% more than compared to
the placebo group (10). The authors of that investigation, like the authors of the current
investigation, followed the directions of the manufacturer. While the amount of caffeine
contained in the supplement provided in our present study was lower (avgerage of 1.95mg/kg
of body weight), there was still an increase in total push-ups completed from baseline to posttesting in both the SU and PL groups. However, there is no evidence to suggest that the energy
drink supplement provided any additional benefits over the placebo. The differences in results
between these two studies could potentially be due to the differences in time from ingestion to
performance of the upper body muscular endurance test. In the present study, testing was
completed 30 minutes after ingestion of the beverage, while the testing was completed 60
minutes after ingestion in the study by Forbes (10). Additionally, the differences in
supplement composition could be an explanation additional variable as to why the results
from the previous study and the present study are in disagreement (10).
Another similar study examined the effect of a pre-workout energy drink on upper body
muscular endurance, as measured by a push-up to fatigue test. The authors reported a
significant 12% increase in the number of push-ups to fatigue after ingesting the
manufacturer's suggested amount of pre-workout energy drink supplement 30 minutes prior
(8). Similarities exist between the previously mentioned study and the current investigation, as
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the protocol for the push-up to fatigue test and the amount of energy drink supplement that
was ingested was very similar between the two studies. However, the study designs differ in
that our study examined the muscular endurance over 3 sets of push-ups to failure, rather than
one set of push-ups to failure used in the Dawes investigation (8). Although there was an
improvement in performance in the SU group from pre- to post-testing in the current study,
the PL received a comparable performance improvement. Therefore, we cannot conclude with
any certainty that the energy drink supplement has any additional ergogenic effect on upper
body muscular endurance beyond that of the placebo. It is possible that both groups improved
as a result of repeating the test for a second time. This result is comparable to that of the
previously mentioned study by Dawes (8), where college-aged males ingested an energy
drink supplement prior to completing the YMCA bench press. The author’s reported no
significant improvements in upper body endurance, suggesting that the supplement used in
the study may not have a synergistic effect on upper body muscular endurance (9).
It is important to note the limitations of the present investigation. A potential limitation and
possible explanation for the non-significant difference in performance between groups could
be that the average caffeine concentration in the energy drink supplement used in the present
study was 1.95 mg of caffeine/kg of body mass, which is lower than the recommended dosage
of 3 mg/kg of bodyweight (13). Based on the recommended dosage, the average dosage used
in the present investigation may not be high enough to elicit an ergogenic effect. It is also
possible that other active ingredients that have been shown to elicit performance
enhancements were under dosed. However, since the manufacturer’s “energy blend” was
proprietary, it is difficult to know for certain if the combination of all the ingredients elicited a
stimulating effect. Finally, as previously noted, the previously recommended time frame
between caffeine ingestion and the beginning of exercise performance is 45 minutes (15).
However, the current investigation followed the manufacturer’s guidelines and ingested the
supplement 30 minutes prior to the commencement of testing. Thus, this time frame may not
be optimal and may have contributed to the lack of ergogenic effect in the SU group.
To conclude, our results suggest that the energy drink used in the current study does provide
improved muscular endurance over multiple sets of push-ups to fatigue. However, this
supplement did not provide any benefit over a placebo. Therefore, Redline® may not offer any
additional performance benefits beyond that of a placebo beverage. Redline ® is a commonly
used energy drink supplement consumed by those looking to potentially increase endurance
exercise performance. These results suggest that this supplement may not elicit endurance
exercise performance enhancements beyond that of a placebo beverage. Future research is
needed to examine if this energy drink supplement effects muscle activity, and force
production during prolonged upper body exercise. Additionally, future studies may want to
consider having participants consume a larger volume of the beverage to meet the
recommended caffeine dosage for improved performance.

International Journal of Exercise Science

674

http://www.intjexersci.com

Int J Exerc Sci 9(5): 667-676, 2016
ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
The study was partially funded by Vital Pharmaceuticals (VPX) with the energy drink
supplement product and placebo.
REFERENCES
1. Beck TW, Housh TJ, Schmidt RJ, Johnson GO, Housh DJ, Coburn JW, Malek MH. The acute effects of a caffeinecontaining supplement on strength, muscular endurance, and anaerobic capabilities. J Strength Cond Res
20(3):506-510, 2006.
2. Bloms LP, Fitzgerald JS, Short MW, Whitehead JR. The Effects of Caffeine on Vertical Jump Height and
Execution in Collegiate Athletes. J Strength Cond Res 30(7): 1855-1861, 2015.
3. Burke LM. Caffeine and Sports Performance. Appl Physiol Nutr Metab 33:1319-1334, 2008.
4. Campbell B, Wilborn C, La Bounty P, Taylor L, Nelson MT, Greenwood M, Ziegenfuss TN, Lopez HL, Hoffman
JR, Stout JR, Schmitz S, Collins R, Kalman DS, Antonio J, Kreider RB. International Society of Sports Nutrition
position stand: energy drinks. J Int Soc Sports Nutr 10(1):1, 2013.
5. Collier NB, Hardy MA, Millard-Stafford M, Warren GL. Small Beneficial Effect of Caffeinated Energy Drink
Ingestion on Strength. J Strength Cond Res 30(7): 1862-1870, 2015.
6. Crowe MJ, Leicht AS, Spinks WL. Physiological and cognitive responses to caffeine during repeated, highintensity exercise. Int J Sport Nutr Exerc Metab 16(5):528-544, 2006.
7. Davis JM, Zhao Z, Stock HS, Mehl KA, Buggy J, Hand GA. Central nervous system effects of caffeine and
adenosine on fatigue. Am J Physiol Regul Integr Comp Physiol 284(2):R399-404, 2003.
8. Dawes JJ, Campbell BI, Ocker LB, Carter JG, Temple DR, Brooks KA. The Effects of a Pre-Workout Energy
Drink on Measures of Physical Performance. Int J Phys Educ Fitness Sports 3(4): 122-131, 2014.
9. Dawes JJ, Richmond J, Melrose D, Ocker L, Edwards SW, Brooks KA, Willis D. The effects of a commercial
liquid energy supplement on physical performance, reaction time, and mood state in college-aged males and
females. J Int Soc Sports Nutr 10(1):1-2, 2013.
10. Forbes SC, Candow DG, Little JP, Magnus C, Chilibeck PD. Effect of Red Bull energy drink on repeated
Wingate cycle performance and bench-press muscle endurance. Int J Sport Nutr Exerc Metab 17(5):433-444, 2007.
11. Fredholm BB, Bättig K, Holmén J, Nehlig A, Zvartau EE. Actions of caffeine in the brain with special reference
to factors that contribute to its widespread use. Pharmacol Rev 51(1):83-133, 1999.
12. Froiland K, Koszewski W, Hingst J, Kopecky L. Nutritional supplement use among college athletes and their
sources of information. Int J Sport Nutr Exerc Metab 14:104-120, 2004.
13. Goldstein ER, Ziegenfuss T, Kalman D, Kreider R, Campbell B, Wilborn C, Taylor L, Willoughby D, Stout J,
Graves BS, Wildman R, Ivy JL, Spano M, Smith AE, Antonio J. International society of sports nutrition position
stand: caffeine and performance. J Int Soc Sports Nutr 7(1):5, 2010.
14. Gonzalez AM, Walsh AL, Ratamess NA, Kang J, Hoffman JR. Effect of a pre-workout energy supplement on
acute multi-joint resistance exercise. J Sports Sci Med 10(2):261-266, 2011.

International Journal of Exercise Science

675

http://www.intjexersci.com

Int J Exerc Sci 9(5): 667-676, 2016
15. Graham TE, Spriet LL. Performance and metabolic responses to a high caffeine dose during prolonged
exercise. J Appl Physiol 71(6):2292-2298, 1991.
16. Greer F, McLean C, Graham TE. Caffeine, performance, and metabolism during repeated Wingate exercise
tests. J Appl Physiol 85(4):1502-1508, 1998.
17. Harris R, Edwards R, Hultman E, Nordesjö L, Nylind B, Sahlin K. The time course of phosphorylcreatine
resynthesis during recovery of the quadriceps muscle in man. Pflügers Archiv 367(2):137-142, 1976.
18. Hoffman JR, Faigenbaum AD, Ratamess NA, Ross R, Kang J, Tenenbaum G. Nutritional supplementation and
anabolic steroid use in adolescents. Med Sci Sports Exerc 40(1): 15-24, 2008.
19. Hoffman JR, Kang J, Ratamess NA, Hoffman MW, Tranchina CP, Faigenbaum AD. Examination of a preexercise, high energy supplement on exercise performance. J Int Soc Sports Nutr 6(1):1-8, 2009.
20. Hoffman JR, Ratamess NA, Ross R, Shanklin M, Kang J, Faigenbaum AD. Effect of a pre-exercise energy
supplement on the acute hormonal response to resistance exercise. J Strength Cond Res 22(3):874-882, 2008.
21. Ivy JL, Kammer L, Ding Z, Wang B, Bernard JR, Liao YH, Hwang J. Improved cycling time-trial performance
after ingestion of a caffeine energy drink. Int J Sport Nutr Exerc Metab 19(1):61-78, 2009.
22. Jay R. Hoffman ADF, Nicholas A. Ratamess, Ryan Ross, Jie Kang, Gershon Tenenbaum. Nutritional
Supplementation and anabolic steroid use in adolescents. Med Sci Sports Exerc 40(1):15-24, 2008.
23. Kalmar JM. The influence of caffeine on voluntary muscle activation. Med Sci Sports Exerc 37(12):2113-2119,
2005.
24. Maddalozzo GF, Cardinal BJ, Snow CA. Concurrent validity of the BOD POD and dual energy x-ray
absorptiometry techniques for assessing body composition in young women. J Am Dietetic Assoc 102(11):16771679, 2002.
25. Pallares JG, Fernandez-Elias VE, Ortega JF, Munoz G, Munoz-Guerra J, Mora-Rodriguez R. Neuromuscular
Responses to Incremental Caffeine Doses: Performance and Side Effects. Med Sci Sports Exerc 45(11):2184-2192,
2013.
26. Petróczi A, Naughton DP, Pearce G, Bailey R, Bloodworth A, McNamee M. Nutritional supplement use by
elite young UK athletes: fallacies of advice regarding efficacy. J Int Soc Sports Nutr 5(1):1-8, 2008.
27. Robertson RJ, Goss FL, Rutkowski J, Lenz B, Dixon C, Timmer J, Frazee K, Dube J, Andreacci J. Concurrent
validation of the OMNI perceived exertion scale for resistance exercise. Med Sci Sports Exerc 35(2):333-341, 2003.
28. Spriet LL. Caffeine and performance. Int J Sport Nutr 5 Suppl:S84-99, 1995.
29. Vescovi JD, Zimmerman SL, Miller WC, Hildebrandt L, Hammer RL, Fernhall B. Evaluation of the BOD POD
for estimating percentage body fat in a heterogeneous group of adult humans. Eur J Appl Physiol 85(3-4):326-332,
2001.
30. Walsh AL, Gonzalez AM, Ratamess NA, Kang J, Hoffman JR. Improved time to exhaustion following
ingestion of the energy drink Amino Impact. J Int Soc Sports Nutr 7:14, 2010.

International Journal of Exercise Science

676

http://www.intjexersci.com

